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Qaiin Rejections - 3S U.S.C. $103 

S vi\ >> x m \ndenl ciauTi I under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
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it the Exaxnii er's assertion (Office Action pages >-3) that 
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s f v i ( i i % k U Jtt t t ' u U 0! t | s^-v \ 5 i v. 

vision an<l far vision). For example, although it is to be understood that the scope of the claims 
is o it •{ v to she examples in specification. Applicants disclose 1 > in i eam>Khmc;n: 

v a v i 4 > - - ukti e s v.' s v N x ~- 

<> t aSizatien di s s 

thai act. s ;k\ nor ct^ re atied n udei t opt <cl e tsv .al Co ; 
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*^ 1 ,u tunn th k vat au ' ilkVo ^ u v. ( o <. v o k 

i- x k vaie v . o faces \\ Such \ai> earshot . f . . ta-mtals 

an nsphenea! hncr, supe? posed on one or other of the faces, can be used and this 
aspherical layer can be varied.... Hie -optimization can use the techniques which are 
w\\r \, h nearo* i. - t avail nee* k ] c,<st te^D ^ 

cars be used. (Published application, paragraphs 0074-0075} 

hi light of the above, Applicants submit that, taken as a whole, the optimization step recited in 
c n \ s not s m c i \mh theperforn met h< enti iisieac 

i \q s ep is a s al d r ethcx step winch m ist. be t lert ob> ioa ies> analysis u claim 
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, < i ii i myt t il -s dace ue , \ <. s v >n 
(Saw mo col 7. lines 35-64) 
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j) £ i t h l i S ss m kik l Cesued r< il h< > m s 
in the ait at the time of me invention would have had no motivation to abandon the method of 
determining -.he omtea. pjopertscs of the torie lens taught by Sawano, Even if an alternate 
me&od were sought Sawano did not disclose, teach, or suggest choosing a starting lens, defining 
tun-em . v t. t - .. ' 1 y lens, and optimi/mt: ,1 < cunent v - j ^ condnions using 
as a target the astigmatisms prescribed &r a wearer in near and far vision, as required by claim. 1 . 
\ccord igi ^ ,( s aj .v^ 1 u < >t i 1 in ( v i le rejc tion f independent 

claim \ under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a), 

IhoLxan te. reieets chums 2-8 under 35 U.S.C * (Lna)s^S <>^ 
\j i s v u.'v. kn ili p. ' % r 's'.t.fi 
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cIcOU 1. I \\ C i S S - IH! t k CS «. K-cd'Sv 

>ta ) 1 \ecordin ^pp icants request <. sk 

New Claim 

Applicants added claim 10, which incorporates all of the limitations recited by claims I 
and 2 poor to this amendment Accordingly, Applicants submit that claim 10 is n patentable 
conds 1 n i . i ~ -n rei so - b< ce AJdi ionaily, h ejectis ciai; ; sres ml) 
presented, the i"\.;mm.-r >uti that 

It should also be noted that measurement of astigmatism as being measured in a reference 
frame linked to the eye and in binocular vision, as claimed in dependent claims 2 artd % 
are very well known in the art arid do not under the n -a aj no a m> p erne i*h distinct 
over the prior art Therefore, it would have btui obvious to one v cum s 1 c 
art at the tm e the > mention was made to use the lens inn ne tn aid t ca. > anon regions 
^ P e-o \n or „s uughi b> s s V n , a; 'e d^n eiep a -ueJiod .?i 

- f < \^ u ioi mm j j( ^ v. < n s ^ 

\r d _ „\\ A- A i e \pp <. b do not vendee that mas,uic;sv« o 

> e a in binocular visi vas wel known nth« irtat e ne has vent >n He vevei 

to 

>rn conditions, [a current tens using as a target the astigmatism for 
ias been given a prescription o far vision and the astigmatism for 
us hce., gnu jp^o'^KM \> ees % m> r mMiw i >h« 
-iption being measured in binocular vision,., 

o the contrary xppt si the < >c > N u e t 
desiud \^J\ Haas, anciser skilled in 'the art 1 ime oi v < v dd ha $ad no 
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vt j tv ikcc a f;iv mcthud >>i Saw aam \ec>>fama,h, .\ppik\tnts submit that, for at least 
these reasons, claim 1 0 is in patentable condition, and ask that this claim he allowed. 

Conclusion 

ibove, A} >)k its submi that c ums and >- 10 are mtentable 
< * c application be allowed C 

, v , " L . 1 S , ! I \ 1 v. ' * ^ ^ v . ^ ' ^ O" 

n ente 0 the I xamii e? ; b) m «k arguments for the patentability of some claims does not 
i l uwn * pntu> bln^i ^ t s 

fe) amended or canceled a claim does not mean that Appiic mis co k coo an) of < 
positions wOh sv-pea k> ib.at claim or other claims. 

I <. o -c , s . ?v vk'ii k\ »c \U"j*b 1 i oi I m,t , ae \\ ^ r 1 e v , 1 

<. v a- i box rr.'i^ oniv'liui 1 ^ ,( 1 ^> i w, w s IV 1 ^ " Uee, , 
u 1 v.0 v ap > . Ik ud v^k<v><^ t»v i ! i <^ oto.v K ■* ^ 
a tot cyckekx umbo shov n above 
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